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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . In response to the office action from 2/2/2006, the applicant has submitted a request for 
continued examination, filed 4/1/2006, amending claims 1-2, 10-16, and 21-22, while canceling 
claims 3-9, adding claims 24-3 1, and arguing to traverse the art rejection based on the amended 
limitations (Amendment, Pages 9-15). The applicant's arguments have been fully considered but 
are moot with respect to the new grounds of rejection in view of Kennelly et al (U.S. Patent: 
6,559,861). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-2, 10, 12-13, 15-17, 20-22, 25-26, and 30-31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kennelly et al (U.S. Patent: 6,559,861). 

With respect to Claims 1 and 21-22, Kennelly discloses: 
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A message catalog configured to store a plurality of localized text strings, each localized 
text string uniquely identified by only a string identifier and a language identifier (text string 
values and language file descriptors stored in memory that are used to uniquely identify a 
localized text string, Col 6, Line 46- Col 8, Line 24)\ 

A localized string retrieval function configured to retrieve from the message catalog a 
particular one of the localized text strings according to only the string identifier and language 
identifier (searching memory directories for a localized text string based on language and string 
variables, Col 8, Line 6- Col 9, Line 17); 

A file processable by a web browser to display, in a selected one of the multiple 
languages, the text included in the file (HTML web page document processable by a web 
browser, Col 6, Lines 46-51; and Col 8 f Lines 6-43), wherein the file does not include the 
localized strings corresponding to the text messages (uniform web page that does not contain the 
localized text strings, Col 8, Lines 6-24), the file having a URL, that is the same for any of the 
multiple languages (same URL used for different languages, Col 11, Lines 20-27); 

A web server configured to provide the file to the web browser (Fig. 1, Element 24), the 
web browser configured to display a particular one of the text messages in the selected language 
by executing the localized string retrieval function corresponding to the particular text message 
so as to obtain the text in the selected language (HTML web browser capable of producing 
localized web pages through the use of text string values and language file descriptors, Col 6, 
Line 46- Col 9, Line 17). 

Kennelly further discloses method implementation as a program stored on a computer 
readable medium (Col 14, Lines 26-30). 
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With respect to Claim 2, Kennelly recites: 

The localized string retrieval function retrieves the localized string according to the string 
identifier from the message catalog for each text message in the file (string retrieval as applied 
to claim 1, and translating all text strings in a web page, Col 6, Lines 46-58; and Col. 7, Line 
60- Col 8, Line 5). 

With respect to Claim 10, Kennelly discloses the HTML web page document processable 
by a web browser as applied to Claim 1 . 

With respect to Claim 12, Kennelly discloses the system for providing a web page in 
multiple languages as applied to Claim 1, and further discloses: 

Request a file using a web browser (HTML web page document viewing through the use 
of a web browser, Col 6, Lines 46-51; Col 8, Lines 6-43; and Col 2, Lines 53-61), the file 
having a URL that is the same fore any of the multiple languages (same URL used for different 
languages, Col 11, Lines 20-27) ; 

Identifying a predetermined language (determining a selected language, Col 9, Lines 5- 

17); 

Contacting the message catalog with a particular string identifier and the predetermined 
language to retrieve a particular localized string corresponding to a particular one of the text 
messages (web browser for producing localized web pages through the use of text string values 
and language file descriptors, Col 8, Line 25- Col 9, Line 41) ; 

Uniquely determining the particular localized string at the message catalog using only the 
particular string identifier and the predetermined language (Col 6, Line 46- Col 9, Line 17). 

With respect to Claim 13, Kennelly further recites: 
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Displaying the particular localized string to a user of the web browser (Col. 8, Lines 25- 
31; and Figs. 2-3). 

With respect to Claim 15, Kennelly further recites: 

The user specifies the predetermined language (user selection of a desired language, Col 
9 } Lines 14-17). 

With respect to Claim 16, Kennelly discloses: 

Executing a get language identifier function (script used to search for a particular 
language variable, Col 9, Lines 31-56); and 

Obtaining a language identifier corresponding to the predetermined language from the get 
language identifier function (obtaining a language file name, Col 7, Lines 36-59). 

With respect to Claim 17, Kennelly discloses: 

Determining whether the message catalog is supported by the device (determining if a 
selected language directory is supported at a database, Col. 7, Line 60- Col 8, Line 5); and 

Returning a default language of the message catalog when the message catalog is not 
supported (Col 7, line 60- Col 8, Line 5). 

With respect to Claim 20, Kennelly recites: 

Prior to the step of contacting the message catalog further comprising the step of 
contacting the message catalog with a character set identifier (specifying a character font set to 
be associated with a language identifier, Col 10, Lines 38-54). 

With respect to Claim 25, Kennelly discloses: 

The web browser provides a language identifier corresponding to the selected language in 
executing the localized string retrieval function (Fig. 7; and Col 8, Lines 25-30). 
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With respect to Claim 26, Kennelly recites: 

The file is a plurality of files, and wherein a single message catalog stores the localized 
text strings for all of the plurality of files (multiple translation memory directories for multiple 
web pages Col. 3, Lines 21-32). 

With respect to Claims 30-31, Kennelly discloses the sever having a message catalog that 
is capable of communicating translated web pages to a browser as applied to Claim 1 and shown 
in Fig. 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kennelly et al in view of Williams (U.S. Patent: 6,591,272). 

With respect to Claim 11, Kennelly discloses the system for generating a web page in a 
selected language through the use of language and string values, as applied to Claim 1. Kennelly 
further discloses a string retrieval function utilizing PEARL or another scripting code (Col. 9, 
Lines 31-41). Kennelly does not specifically suggest the use of C code, however Williams teach 
the use of such a C code in a foreign language web page translation (Col. 2, Line 66- Col. 3, Line 
2; and Col. 7, Lines 46-51). 
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Kennelly and Williams are analogous art because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor in user interface translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Kennelly with the use of C 
code in a foreign language web page translation to implement an additional well known language 
for associating database objects (Williams, Col. 2, Line 66- Col. 3, Line 2). 

With respect to Claim 14, Williams further discloses: 

Returning the length of the particular localized string (data object length used to ensure 
that a data object does not exceed a maximum field length, Col. 50, Lines 14-19). 

6. Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kennelly et 
al in view of Hauduc et al (U.S. Patent: 6,859,820). 

With respect to Claim 18, Kennelly discloses the system for generating a web page in a 
selected language capable of determining if a particular language directory is supported, as 
applied to Claim 17. Although Kennelly discloses returning a localized string for a specified 
language, as applied to Claim 15, Kennelly does not specifically suggest returning a default 
language of a server language directory if a user has not specified a language setting, however 
Hauduc teaches the use of such a server specified default language setting (Col. 6, Lines 19-31). 

Kennelly and Hauduc are analogous art because they are from a similar field of endeavor 
in user interface translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Kennelly with the step of returning a 
default language of a server language directory if a user has not specified a language setting as 
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taught by Hauduc in order to provide a web application in a different language even if a user has 
not specified a language preference (Hauduc, Col 1, Lines 59-64; and Col 6, Lines 19-31). 
With respect to Claim 19, Hauduc discloses: 

Determining whether there is a default language of the device; (determining whether 
there is a default operating system language at a server, Col 6, Lines 19-31); 

Returning the specified language when there is a default language of the device (setting a 
language variable to a default operating system language if it exists, Col 6, Lines 19-31) ; and 

Returning a default language of the message catalog when there is no default language of 
the device (setting a language variable to a server directory default if an operating system 
default language does not exist at a server, Col 6, Lines 19-31). 

7. Claims 24 and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kennelly et al in view of Thurston (U.S. Patent: 6,865, 716). 

With respect to Claim 24, Kennelly discloses the system for generating a web page in a 
selected language through the use of language and string values, as applied to Claim 1. Kennelly 
does not specifically suggest a text message including a reference to a localized string retrieval 
function with an associated string identifier, however Thurston recites a "getstring" function and 
an associated index corresponding to a text string (Col 6, Lines 1-65). 

Kennelly and Thurston are analogous art because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor in user interface translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Kennelly with the "getstring" 
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function" disclosed by Thurston in order to further enable dynamic document localization 
through the use of locale neutral contents (Thurston, Col. 1, Lines 57-61). 

With respect to Claim 27, Kennelly discloses the system for generating a web page in a 
selected language through the use of language and string values, as applied to Claim 1. Kennelly 
does not specifically suggest multiple message catalogs corresponding to multiple HTML files, 
however Thurston recites message tables that are searched based upon a string index and 
language identifier corresponding to a specific HTML file (Col. 4, Line 36- Col. 6, Line 65). 

Kennelly and Thurston are analogous art because they are from a similar field of 
endeavor in user interface translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Kennelly with the message 
tables disclosed by Thurston in order to further enable dynamic document localization through 
the use of locale neutral contents (Thurston, Col 1, Lines 57-61). 

With respect to Claim 28, Thurston further recites a get language function executed prior 
to the execution of a string index function (Col. 6 } Lines 1-65). 

8. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kennelly et al in 
view of Thurston, and further in view of Hauduc et al 

With respect to Claim 29, Kennelly in view of Thurston discloses the system for 
generating a web page in a selected language through the use of a get string function, as applied 
to Claim 28. Also, Thurston further discloses: 
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Provides a user-specified language identifier if a default language of the web browser has 
been overridden by a user (overriding a default browser language, Col 6 t Line 66- Col. 7, Line 
6)\ and 

Provides a default language identifier of the web browser if the default language of the 
web browser has not been overridden by the user (default browser setting, Col. 6, Line 66- Col. 
7, Line 6). 

Kennelly in view of Thurston does not specifically suggest returning a default language 
of a server language directory if a user has not specified a language setting, however Hauduc 
teaches the use of such a server specified default language setting (Col. 6, Lines 19-31). 

Kennelly, Thurston, and Hauduc are analogous art because they are from a similar field 
of endeavor in user interface translation. Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention, to modify the teachings of Kennelly in view of 
Thurston with the step of returning a default language of a server language directory if a user has 
not specified a language setting as taught by Hauduc in order to provide a web application in a 
different language even if a user has not specified a language preference (Hauduc, Col 1, Lines 
59-64; and Col. 6, Lines 19-31). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 
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Heiny (U.S. Patent: 5, 778,356)- teaches the retrieval of text strings using a language 
handle and a string pointer. 

Graham et al (U.S. Patent Publication: 2002/0046240)- teaches a web server capable of 
searching for a localized text string using a "getstring" function. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James S. Wozniak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7632. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th, 7:30-5:00, F, 7:30-4, Off Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached at (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



James S. Wozniak 
8/29/2006 
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